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Every Which Way and Loose: 
The Changing Suburban and Urban South Caro-
lina Electorates 
Chris Grant 
Presbyterian College 
Jon Baggett 
Presbyterian College 
Our paper explores the changing nature of th e South 
Car olina electorate . Once seen as an emerging bastion 
for the GOP in the South , the South Carolina e lectorat e 
rece nt ly has shown a surprising propensit y for electing 
demo crats . Part of the democrats ' resurgence can be at -
tribu ted to changes in suburban and urban voting pat-
terns. Our paper identifies demographic and regional 
tren ds that hav e contributed to the rekindling of th e 
Demo cratic Part y in South Carolina . Special attention is 
given to th e e lections of 1996 and 1998 . 
INT RODUCTION 
In the Spring of 1997 it seemed a venerable Senate career would come to a close shortly in South Carolina. It was not that the state's senior Senator, at age ninety-six, was consid-
ering resignation . Rather, it was the state's junior Senator, Fritz 
Hollings, who looked like one of the most vulnerable democratic 
incumbents in country. Moreover, the incumbent Republican 
governor seemed a sure bet for reelection, in spite of a series of 
political gaffs. Why did a widely respected Senator seem 
doomed and a weak governor seem to be riding high? Had the 
South Carolina electorate realigned to the point that democrats 
THE JOURNAL OF POLITICAL SCIENCE 
VOLUME 27 1999 PAGES 53 -78 
54 GRANT AND BAGGETT 
could no longer win? A great deal of recent research on South 
Carolina had shown phenomenal strength for the GOP. Accord-
ing to polling by Whit Ayers in 1997, fewer than 10% of white 
males in the state called themselves democrats (Bullock 1998). 
Yet, the surprising result of the 1998 elections was that 
the Democrats had their best showing of the decade. Hollings 
held his vulnerable U.S. Senate seat, increasing his electoral 
margin from 1992, and Jim Hodges became the first Democrat to 
win the governor 's mansion since 1982. The reversal in electoral 
fortunes raises questions as to whether the 1998 election is an 
aberration or a shift in electoral trends. We seek to shed light on 
this question with an examination of regional, demographic, and 
national trends as well as the changing nature of urban and sub-
urban voters that may have produced unanticipated electoral out-
comes. 
Chart 1 provides an overall diagram of democratic 
strength over the last thirty years in South Carolina. Democratic 
CHART 1 
Democratic Vote Shares in South Carolina , 1966-1998 
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strength is measured by percentage of the vote garnered in high-
profile state elections (Governor and U.S. Senate) and the trend 
line estimates the share of the vote taken by Democrats in the 
preceding elections for statewide office. 
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After solid showings in the 1970s and 1980s, Democrats 
remained below the 50% mark until 1998, as the "Average 
Democratic Vote" line in Chart 1 shows. The low point for the 
Democrats came in 1994, the year of the Republican takeover of 
Congress. The Democrats came back from 1994 with a small 
percentage increase in 1996. In both the elections of 1996 and 
1998, it appears that there is a winnowing of the margins of Re-
publican victory, perhaps signaling an end to partisan realign-
ment and the emergence of a more competitive Democratic 
Party. 
ENVIRONMENT OF ELECTORAL POLITICS 
Geographic Regions. South Carolina is divided into four 
distinct regions with unique social and geographic characteris-
tics: the Low Country, Pee Dee, Midlands, and Upstate. Map 1 
illustrates the four regions and major cities in the regions. Coun-
ties comprising the state's five 1995 Metropolitan Statistical Ar-
eas are shaded. 
The Low Country is the area of the state where the first 
Anglo settlers arrived and where the majority of African slaves 
were settled.1 The Low Country is also distinctive because of its 
ethnic and economic history. In colonial times the region was a 
proprietary colony and was by far the wealthiest region in the 
colonies. Because of its agrarian roots, there has always been a 
heavy concentration of African-Americans in the region. Art 
oddity of the region is a small French Huguenot population that 
was the target of Republican appeals by at least one recent elec-
toral strategist. Nonetheless, politically the area has been the 
1In fact, 40% of all Africans brought as slaves to the colonies (and later to the U.S.) ar-
rived through Charleston (Edgar 1998). 
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most reliably democratic region of the state. The city of 
Charleston serves as the urban hub for the region 's sole MSA. 
The Pee Dee region is in the northeastern part of the 
state and has historically been the poorest region. It is swampy 
and famous for its rivers flowing with "black water." Employ-
ment in agriculture is more prevalent in the Pee Dee than in other 
MAP 1 
South Carolina Regions, Cities, and 1995 MSAs 
Metropolitan Statistical 
Areas are shaded. 
MSA city centers are 
labeled. 
regions of the state. Education attainment and urbanization levels 
are low in comparison to the other regions. The traditional hub of 
the region has been the City of Florence. Both Horry and Flor-
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ence Counties comprise separate metropolitan statistical areas 
anchored by the cities of Myrtle Beach and Florence, respec-
tively. Less of the population of the Pee Dee resides in a MSA 
than in any other part of the state. Horry County, home to Myrtle 
Beach and the "Grand Strand" with its booming tourism based 
economy, has been the fastest growing urban county in the entire 
state. Recently, there has been some optimism about growth in 
Florence County as some new industrial residents have come to 
the area. The region has been less solidly democratic than the 
Low Country but still has been more reliable for the Democrats 
than have other regions. The partisan divide in the region tends 
to be alonf racial lines with African-Americans supportive of 
Democrats and whites demonstrating a propensity for voting 
Republican. 
In the center of the state is the Midlands region. The 
largest city is Columbia, the state capital. The Columbia MSA 
encompasses Richland County and fast growing and largely sub-
urban Lexington County. Two other urban areas are in the Mid-
lands. The Sumter MSA encompasses the county of the same 
name and is the MSA with the slowest projected growth in the 
state. Ailcen County, which is apart of the Augusta, Georgia 
MSA, is also suburban. Geologically, a fall line runs through the 
Midlands and some of the richest soil in the state is in the region. 
During colonial times, Germans settled in the Midlands and a 
distinct cultural legacy exists, evident in the numerous Lutheran 
congregations in the northern counties of the region. Politically, 
the region is a mixture of partisans. State workers around Co-
lumbia have leaned toward the Democrats while the engineers of 
Aiken County make it amongst the most reliably Republican 
counties in the state. 
2Congressman Jim Clyburn who was elected from a specially drawn minority-majority 
district represents the bulk of the Pee Dee in the House . 
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The Upstate region covers the upper third of the state 
and contains about one-third of the state 's population. It is hilly 
and mountainous. The terrain was first homesteaded by hearty 
yet poor Scots-Irish settlers who came down the Appalachian 
Trial. After settling the land, they had little contact with the 
prosperous planters along the coast (Edgar 1998). The planters, 
in turn, isolated Upstaters from colonial politics both apportion-
ing them few seats in legislative bodies and locating polling sta-
tions far from them. These events led to an historical detachment 
for Upstate voters from the politics of the rest of the state and a 
once-intense rivalry with the Low Country. In the latter years of 
the nineteenth century, textile mills came to region creating rap-
idly growing mill cities and increasing the region 's voter rolls . In 
the 1890s, the Upstate first showed political potency with the 
election of "Pitchfork " Ben Tillman. Tillman ran for statewide 
office numerous times uniting race-baiting demagoguery with 
populist farm policies . The region has been much more impor-
tant in the twentieth century with Republicans making initial in-
roads among the counties that line the border with North Carolina. 
Recently, Carroll Campbell 's governorship symbolized, to some 
extent, a Republican Upstate ascendancy. The Upstate has been 
the most reliably Republican region of the state. GOP strength is 
most evident in the Greenville/Spartanburg/ Anderson MSA, 
where foreign investment abounds , and in the Rock Hill, South 
Carolina suburbs of Charlotte , North Carolina. Spartanburg 
County, with the industrial City of Spartanburg of the same 
name, has shown the greatest propensity to vote for Democrats 
in recent elections. 
Table 1 offers a summary of growth patterns and pro-
jected growth among the regions of the state; the state 's Metro-
politan Statistical Areas, and the individual counties comprising 
MSAs. It is clear from Table 1 that the Upstate has experienced 
the most rapid growth in the state and is likely to continue to do 
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TABLE 1 
Projected Growth by County in South Carolina 
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UP-STA TE 1,200 1,357 10.9 34.7 1,591 32 6 35.2 
G'JiILLEISPG'ANWID-1 831 937 ··10.5 23.9 1082 ~ '3 03 23.9 
Anderson 145 162 8.2 4.1 175 20.5 3.9 
Cherokee 45 49 7.9 1.3 55 23.8 1.2 
Greenville 320 359 10. l 9.2 414 29.3 9.2 
Pickens 94 112 15.6 2.9 145 54.0 3.2 
Spartanburg 227 254 11.0 6.5 294 29.4 6.5 
CHARLOTTE, NC 131 161 18.8 4.1 220 67:6 4.9 
York 131 161 18.8 4.1 220 67.6 4.9 
MID-LAN DS 949 1,131 9.0 27.5 1,236 30.2 27.3 
COLUMBIA 453 525 9.5_ 13.4 '618 36.4 13.7 
Lexington 168 212 16.3 5.4 277 65.2 6.1 
Richland 286 313 5.6 8.0 341 19.5 7.5 
A.UGUSTA GA · 121 .. 145 . 12.7 8.7- 181 49.7 ,4.0 • 
Aiken 121 145 12.7 3.7 181 49.7 4 .0 
SUMTER ''i 103 112 - 14.0 ' ....22,___ 124 20.8 2.7 I 
Sumter 103 112 14.0 2.9 124 20.8 2.7 
PEE DEE 534 603 8.3 15.4 693 29.6 15.3 
FLORENCE ll4 /26 3.7 3.2 133 16.7 2.9 
Florence 114 127 3.7 3.2 133 16.7 2.9 
MYRTLE BEA.CH 
-
144 181 29.6 4.6 247 71.5 ~-5 
Horry 144 181 29.6 4 .6 247 71.5 5.5 
LOW COUNTRY 803 883 13.0 22.S 1,003 24.9 22.2 
Charleston MSA 507 549 .t JJ.J 14.0 620 22.2 •13,7 I 
Berkeley 129 152 26.4 3.9 196 52.2 4.3 
Charleston 295 307 6.1 7.9 324 9.8 7.2 
Dorchester 83 90 29.3 2.3 100 19.8 2.2 
-All MSA Countie$. 2404 2,735 12.8 69.9 _d,'ll§.__ .3 4.2 , 71.3 
All Rural Counties 1,082 l,182 5.2 30.2 1,297 19.8 28.7 
STATE TOTAL 3,487 3,914 10.S 100. 4,523 29.7 100. 
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so. All four regions have increased growth projections through 
2015 (lJ.S. Census Bureau 1999). Only the Upstate, however, 
has positive proportional growth projected, meaning that the Up-
state will not only be the fastest growing region, but that it will 
gain greater relative political importance over the next 15 years. 
For the Metropolitan Statistical Areas, the fastest growth is pro-
jected for the MSAs of Myrtle Beach and Charlotte, North Caro-
lina (which includes York County, South Carolina). The six 
counties with projections for the fastest population growth in 
respective order are Horry (Myrtle Beach MSA), York (Char-
lotte, NC MSA), Lexington (Columbia MSA), Pickens 
(Greenville/Spartanburg/Anderson MSA), Aiken (Augusta, 
Georgia MSA), and Berkley (Charleston MSA). With the excep-
tion of Horry, all of the city hubs for the MSAs are located out-
side the county with rapid growth projection-indicating that it 
is suburban (not urban or rural) areas that are driving South 
Carolina's population growth. 
Regional Electoral Factors. Table 2 offers analysis of 
election returns by county, region, and metropolitan area. For all 
of the elections in this study, the democrats' weakest region was 
the Upstate and, depending on the election, either the Pee Dee or 
the Low Country was the democrats' strongest region. Since 
1996 was a presidential election year and 1998 was a mid-term 
election, there is an expectation that turnout would decrease (see 
Flanigan and Zingale 1998, among others). In examining the 
contributions of urban and suburban areas in the Democrats' 
1998 resurgence, several aspects of Table 2 prove instructive. 
First, turnout declined more in counties that made up MSAs than 
it did in rural counties. The decline in turnout was especially 
evident in suburban areas such as Aiken, York, Pickens, and 
Greenville counties where the decrease was dramatic, declining 
20% in Aiken, a 15% decline in York, and a 10% decline in 
Pickens and Greenville. Second, turnout decreased less in demo-
cratic strongholds (including city center counties and in the Low 
THE JOURNAL OF POLITICAL SCIENCE 
CHANGING SUBURBAN/ URBAN SC. ELECTORATE 61 
TABLE2 
SUBURBAN AND URBAN ELECTORAL TRENDS BY COUNTY IN 
1996 AND 1998 (in percents) 
..... 
~I 
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UP-STATE 40.1 46.3 43.7 4.9 -9 17.1 35.0 
G'Jllll.EISP0'AlllR'DI 38.1 44.9 41.5 5.1 -8 15.6 24.0 
Anderson 40 .1 48 .1 45 .5 6.6 -6 12.9 4.1 
Cherokee 41.6 48 .8 49 .5 7.6 -9 19.1 1.2 
Greenville 37.2 43 .1 38.8 3.8 -10 16.3 10.3 
Pickens 33.1 38 .8 36.2 4.4 -10 6.4 2.4 
Spartanburg 39.5 47 .4 44 .0 6.1 -3 19.1 6.0 
CHARLOTTE, NC 48.3 45.8 45.4 -2.7 -JS 16.2 3.S 
York 48.3 45.8 45.4 -2.7 -15 16.2 3.5 
MID-LANDS 42.8 54.6 54.6 11.7 -8 30.S 28.9 
COLUMBIA. 44.8 55.0 53.7 9.6 -4 ZB.1 14.3 
Lexington 31.6 43 .7 41.4 11.0 -1 10.2 6.0 
Richland 53.9 63 .3 62.7 9.1 -6 40.4 8.3 
AUGUST.I, GA 25.1 39.2 42.4 15. 7 -20 20.9 3.3 
Aiken 25.1 39 .2 42.4 15.7 -20 20 .9 3.3 
SUMIER .. 46.6 59.1 59.1 12.5 -4 44.6 2.4 
Sumter 46.6 59.1 59.1 12.5 -4 44.6 2.4 
PEE DEE SO.I 54.9 58.3 6.S -8 32.4 15.3 
FLORENCE 44.9 50.3 56.0 8.2 -IO 36.3 3.1 : 
Florence 44 .9 50 .3 56.0 8.2 -10 36.3 3.1 
MYRJT.E BEACH '9.6 51.J 48.5 O.J -6 126 -1.7 
Horry 49.6 51.2 48 .5 0.2 -6 12.6 4.7 
LOW OUNTRY 48.3 61.4 61.3 13.0 -6 35.2 20.8 
Charleston 43.9 59.3 57.4 14.5 -7 29.3 13. I . 
Berkeley 41.3 59 .4 54.5 15.7 -7 27 .9 2.8 
Charleston 46.2 60.5 60.2 14.1 -8 31.8 8.1 
Dorchester 38.5 55 .3 50.9 14.6 -7 23 .1 2.3 
All MSA Counties 41.8 53.6 53.1 11.6 -9 23.0 68.4 , 
All Rural Counties 49.8 60.8 63.4 11..3 -8 37.2 31.6 
STAT E TOTAL 44.1 53.2 52.7 8.8 -8 27.4 100. 
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Country) than in the Republican suburbs. In a subsequent sec-
tion, the democratic message of 1998, especially in connection 
with the victory of Governor Hodges , and the appeal of that mes-
sage to different segments of the suburban electorate. As is evi-
dent in Table 2, in 1996, Hodges and Hollings performed much 
better in all of the MSA counties than Elliott Close (an average 
of 11.6% better). While, in 1998, the democrats ' message might 
have-been better received by MSA voters than in other years , it is 
also apparent that republicans failed to turnout their core voters. 
Additionally, turnout increased in counties with higher non-white 
populations . Take together, the democrats appeared to have done 
well in mobilizing a coalition of urban, rural , non-white , and 
Low Country voters. 
Graphic representations of recent elections are displayed 
in Maps 2, 3, and 4. In each map, MSAs are outlined. Map 2 is a 
pictorial description of the 1996 Senate election between Repub-
lican incumbent Senator Strom Thurmond,~ native of Edgefield 
County in the rural Midlands, and democratic challenger Elliott 
Close, from York County in the Charlotte , North Carolina MSA. 
Close's loss demonstrates clearly the traditional regional 
and suburban/urban/ rural partisan divides. The Upstate provided 
Thurmond his strongest regional support, all counties where he 
won over 55% of the vote, with the exceptions of York (Close's 
home) and Union counties. Also evident is the urban Republican 
vote. With the exception of Horry and Richland counties, Thur-
mond carried all of the counties that lie in a MSA. Since Thur-
mond was a popular, well-known incumbent, one would assume 
that the map would represent maximum Republican support. 
This is somewhat misleading , however, since Thurmond 's ad-
vanced age and Close 's well-funded campaign may have had an 
effect on the incumbent's support. 
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MAP2 
Voting by County for U.S. Senate, 1966 
cc-r.td ~ .ur.nond 55% 01 le,, 
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A pictorial display of the 1998 Senate election between 
incumbent democratic Senator Ernest "Fritz" Hollings and Re-
publican House member, Bob Inglis is shown in Map 3. 
Hollings is a native of Charleston and his base of support 
unites all of the Low Country (with the exception of Beaufort 
County). Hollings carried the entire Pee Dee (except for Horry 
County) and all of the Midlands, with the exception of suburban 
Aiken and Lexington counties. Inglis did well in the upstate (his 
home is Greenville) and he had represented the counties of 
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Greenville , Spartanburg , and Union as Fourth District Con-
gressman. Clearly, Map 2 illustrates the maximization of the tra-
ditional democratic base. It is also reminiscent of the "friends 
and neighbors " patterns described by V.O. Key (1949). Yet, the 
MAP3 
Election Returns by County for U.S. Senate, 1998 
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Hollings ' victory may merely be the result of residual loyalties of 
voters who had long been voting for GOP candidates in other 
races. 
The 1998 gubernatorial contest also involved an incum-
bent and a challenger. In 1968, however , rather than the incum-
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bent winning, the challenger won. In November 1998, David 
Beasley became the first South Carolina Governor to be defeated 
in recent times. Map 4 offers a graphic depiction by county of 
that outcome. The map shows Beasley 's upstate base of support. 
Our analysis offers some rudimentary evidence that a re-
versal in republican prospects may have occurred. An important 
factor in the 1998 governor's election was the motivation of sub-
MAP4 
Elect ion Returns by County for Governor, 1998 
Gr~•. 
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~ ':'f •od!JeS 55'/, °' ~ I 
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urban voters for the cause of the democratic challenger, Jim 
Hodges. Hodges ' suburban support is evident in the differences 
between Maps 2 and 3. Hodges did noticeably better than 
VOL. 27 1999 
66 GRANT AND BAGGETT 
Hollings among voters in Spartanburg , Lexington , Hony , 
Berkley , and Dorchester Counties (Table 2). If Hodges ' support 
is the result of voters in these counties persuaded by the aggres-
sive anti-Beasle y campaign that targeted educational issues, then 
the election is an aberration. However, if these suburbanites were 
motivated by factors discussed below, then there is evidence of a 
voting trend favorable to the Democrats . 
Other Electoral Factors. To understand the electorate 
(urban , suburban , and rural) , four components of the South 
Carolina electoral coalition need to be explored: African-
Americans , Generation X, gender , and the religious right. 
African-Americans . At one point in South Carolina 's 
history , African-Americans were the overwhelming majority in 
the population , outnumbering whites nearly 2 to 1 (Edgar 1998). 
According to the 1990 Census, African-Americans accounted for 
30% of the South Carolinian population (U.S. Census 1999). The 
majority of the state 's population , 69%, is Caucasian . The re-
maining 1 % of the population is Latinos, Asians , and Native 
Americans . The African American population is important in 
understanding the electoral behavior of South Carolina because 
African-Americans have been the strongest supporters of Demo-
crats in elections since the 1964 realignment (see Stanley 1987 
or Wolfinger and Rosenstone 1980 for greater detail). The Afri-
can-American vote was crucial to democratic wins in 1998, with 
over 90% of the African-American vote cast for Democratic 
candidates. This was particularly true of urban counties with 
high concentrations of black voters like Richland and Charles-
ton. 
Generation X The portion of the population lmown as 
"Generation X" is also of interest. Generation X is those people 
born from 1965 to around 1982. Nationwide , there are 50 million 
people between the ages of 18 and 35 (Craig 1997). In South 
Carolina , the 18 to 35 year old portion of the population com-
prises roughly one-fifth of the eligible electorate (U.S . Census 
1999). Since members of the so-called Generation X are unreal-
ized voters by either party, they represent an essential component 
to understanding future voting trends in South Carolina. 
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Gender Gap. The Gender Gap in South Carolina is an-
other important factor in the electoral behavior of the state. 
Scholarship on recent democratic wins, starting with the election 
of Bill Clinton in 1992, has centered on the divergent voting 
patterns between men and women. Cook and Wilcox (1992) sug-
gest that women voted more often for Clinton over Bush because 
of Clinton's stance on a variety of issues including abortion . 
They also state that women vote more often than men, making 
women the largest demographic bloc of the electorate. The im-
portance of gender voting is underscored by Cook (1994) who 
demonstrates a series of related issues-in addition to abortion 
rights- is critical to women voters and proving decisive in their 
selection of candidates. The issues include sexual harassment; 3 
"breadbasket issues" such as food costs, housing expenses, etc.; 
and items related to child rearing such as quality education, day 
care, and the earned income tax credit. These issues propelled 
four female U.S. Senate candidates to victory in 1992. Darcy, 
Welch, and Clark (1994) have found that the motivation for 
women's voting decisions differs from the motivations for men. 
The gender cleavage can be broken into two categories. First, are 
gender-related issues such as abortion or sexual harassment. 
These issues are more important to women than men since 
women are more likely to be directly affected. Second, are 
"breadbasket" issues like childcare, basic living conditions, and 
education that motivate women more than men because women 
are increasingly working and raising families alone. Darcy et al. 
provide a crucial empirical link between these issues and voter 
choice. They demonstrate that the issue linkage is as strong when 
a male candidate is promoting such an agenda, even when his 
opponent is a woman. These agendas were picked up by 1998 
31n Cook's analysis (1994), the Clarence Thomas hearings were crucial both in motivat-
ing women to run for the U.S. Senate and in motivating women to vote for them. 
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candidates in South Carolina and a battle was waged for the sub-
urban woman swing voter, the so-called "soccer mom." 
Religious Right. The religious right has played a major 
role in the rise of the GOP in South Carolina. The number of 
evangelical congregations has been increasing in suburban areas, 
in particular, and evangelical growth no doubt has contributed to 
recent GOP victories. Examples include the 1992 defeat of Liz 
Patterson by Bob Inglis in an Upstate congressional campaign, 
the elections of Lindsay Graham and Mark Sanford to the U.S. 
House in 1994, and the 1994 election of David Beasley as Gov-
ernor (Guth 1995). The religious right was a major supporter of 
Fourth District Congressman Bob Inglis ' run for U.S Senate in 
1998. Though Inglis was unable to unseat incumbent Fritz 
Hollings and, while he carried a significant majority of the 
Christian conservative vote, Inglis ' vote was less than Thur-
mond 's in 1996, indicating that the religious right may be be-
coming less cohesive. It is also possible that a backlash to the 
growing influence of the religious right contributed to demo-
cratic gains in 1998. 
Recent exit polls help to demonstrate the changing South 
Carolina electorate. Table 3 is a display of CNN exit polls from 
the 1996 and 1998 elections. 
Categories selected for inclusion in Table 3 are those 
consistently measured in both election cycles. While opinion 
polling results can be suspect because of unintentional impacts 
of sampling, questioning , or other biases in the interaction be-
tween the instrument and the respondent , the exit poll is the best 
means to understand the makeup of the electorate and likely mo-
tivating factors in voter choice. Table 3 shows a gender gap in 
both 1996 and 1998.4 Close garnered a nine-point gap in his 
4The gender gap is the spread between two candidates of one gender subtracted the 
spread between the candidates of the other gender. In the case of the 1998 race between 
Beasley and Hodges, the spread between Beasley and Hodges was twelve percentage 
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quest to unseat Senator Thurmond, Hodges had a ten-point gap, 
and Senator Hollings amassed an eleven-point gap. The gender 
gap received much attention in the media in recent times as a 
factor leading to a Democratic resurgence. The trend is evident 
among Palmetto state voters. The difference along racial lines is 
what was expected in the election literature, with the exception 
of Senator Thurmond's unusually strong showing among Afri-
can-Americans in 1996: one-fifth of his total vote came from 
African-Americans. A potential problem in analysis of exit polls 
is that the results countermand a common assumption made by 
both media and political analysts: that the Hodges and Hollings 
victories are attributable to a significant upturn in African-
American turnout.5 
In keeping with the general findings of elections' re-
search, younger voters were more likely to turnout in 1996, a 
presidential year. Of all three of the Republicans, then 93-year-
old Senator Thurmond did the most poorly with those voters 
over the age of 60. There is only one minor surprise in the rela-
tionship between income and propensity to vote Republican: a 
dip in support among respondents in the $75,000 to $100,000 
income level. An interesting factor related to Democrats was 
their support of Senator Thurmond, almost 20% voting for him. 
Conversely, Republicans were more likely to defect from their 
standard bearers in 1998, especially in the gubernatorial race. 
Democrats were more likely to turnout in 1998 than in 1996. 
Self-ascribed members of the religious right were more cohesive 
in 1996 than in 1998. Our discussion now turns to modeling to 
test causal associations. 
points among women and two percentage points among men. Hence 12-2=10, a 10 point 
;ender gap favoring Hodges among women. 
A simple bivariate regression base on the increase in the average of the Hollings and 
Hodges vote over the Clo_se vote shows that for every percent the African-American vote 
increased the democratic vote share inclined by .02%. This means that counties with 
African-American populations had a larger impact on the 1998 elections than they had in 
1996. 
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TABLE3 
EXIT POLLING IN SOUTH CAROLINA IN 1996 AND 1998 
BASED ON 1996-98 CNN EXIT POLLS 
Percentage Percentage 
Participating in Participating in 
1996 Election 1998 Election 
"O 
C 
., 0 ., >, 
Attribute E 01) ~ 
.. .. ~ ... 01) -;;; 
0 = "O 
"' 0 .c 0 .. < 0 ~ < = i:1:1 = 
Gender Men 44 41 56 47 50 48 48 
Women 56 45 51 53 55 43 55 
Race White 74 32 65 74 40 58 39 
Black 24 78 20 25 92 6 91 
Other 1 - - 1 - - -
Age 18-29 16 43 54 13 59 37 56 
30-44 34 43 51 31 53 45 46 
45-59 29 43 55 29 58 40 55 
60- 20 46 54 27 44 54 55 
Income Under $15000 11 63 29 9 75 21 73 
$15-30000 21 50 48 19 65 32 67 
$30-50000 27 40 58 26 47 51 51 
$50-75000 21 40 56 27 48 50 40 
$75-100000 9 47 52 11 54 45 48 
Above $100000 11 26 68 7 37 62 -
Party Democrat 35 79 19 37 86 13 90 
Republican 40 12 87 36 21 78 15 
Other 25 41 53 28 51 44 52 
1996 Vote Clinton 43 79 18 46 82 16 86 
Dole 51 14 84 41 23 74 18 
Perot 6 - - 4 - - -
Other/no vote 1 - - 9 - - -
Ideology Liberal 13 68 26 14 76 17 85 
Moderate 44 55 42 45 62 36 61 
Conservative 43 23 74 40 29 69 27 
Family Better 37 52 45 44 60 39 62 
Finances Worse 16 31 67 10 53 42 50 
last4years Same 45 40 57 45 46 52 41 
Religious Yes 21 17 82 23 23 75 23 
Right? No 77 50 47 74 63 35 61 
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MODELS AND RESULTS 
To understand better the changes in the South Carolina 
electorate, we turn to five multivariate regression models. In 
each of the models, the dependent variable is the percent of the 
vote garnered by the Democratic candidate in all 46 South Caro-
lina counties. Measuring the dependent variable at this level of 
analysis is useful since it allows the use of county-level demo-
graphics as independent variables. Since such an approach em-
ploys ecological regression, caution must be taken in analyzing 
the results. 
Five independent variables appear in each of the five 
models with an additional independent variable in two models. 
The independent variables are county-level aggregate data. The 
measure for the percent African-American is taken from the state 
of South Carolina 's voter rolls and is representative of the voting 
age population. Increases in the percentage of African-
Americans voting should increase the Democratic candidate 's 
vote share. The measure for percent Christian fundamentalist 6 is 
defined as the actual percent in county adhering to white funda-
mentalis t denominations according to the 1991 edition of 
Churches and Church Membership. Our expectation is that this 
6It is an ongoing problem to measure "Christian fundamentalism ." Smidt (1993) dis-
cusses the problem in some detail as he attempts to estimate the impact of Christian fun-
damentalists in four presidential elections . For the purpose of this research, summing the 
number of adherents to denominations considered "fundamentalist' ' or "evangelical " is 
the calculation of the fundamentalist population . Smidt (1989) suggests that the funda-
mentalist sees the Bible as the authoritative word of God and evangelicals feel Christ 
command ed them to go into all the earth and win souls to the faith. Of course, these ideas 
overlap, but that is not a problem since the calculation includes individuals only once . 
Denominations whose teachings fit the criteria in this study are Assembly of God ; Chris-
tian and Missionary Alliance ; Church of God of Anderson , IN; Church of God of Cleve-
land, TN; Church of the Nazarene; Lutheran, Missouri Synod ; Four Square Gospel ; 
Independe nt Churches (both charismatic and non-charismatic ); Pentecostal Church of 
God; Presbyterian Church of America ; Reformed Presbyterians ; Southern Baptist ; and 
Wesleyans. These groups mirror past measures, most notabl y Kellstedt e1 al. (1992). 
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variable will correlate positively with republican votes since ef-
forts were made on the behalf of republican campaigns to secure 
the religious conservative vote. The 1995 MSA variable comes 
from the Statistical Abstract of the United States. Based on our 
previous casual analysis, we hypothesize that counties compris-
ing a MSA should be less favorable to the democrats since re-
publicans have been, historically, better-organized in urbanized 
areas. Per capita income for 1996 is from the Statistical Abstract 
of the United States. Our expectation is that as a county's per 
capita income increases, Democrats are less likely to do well. 
The final variable included in all five models is a dummy meas-
ure that accounts for whether the county was part of the Low 
Country or Pee Dee, the two most reliably democratic regions of 
the state.7 An additional variable in models three and five takes 
into account 1996 democratic voting trends. The variable is 
measured by including the percent of the vote garnered by Elliott 
Close in each county in his bid to defeat Senator Thurmond. The 
measure should lean heavily toward the democrats, since it 
measures previous democratic support. 
Table 4 offers the results of the five models tested for the 
1996 U.S. Senate race, the 1998 U.S. Senate competition, and 
the 1998 gubernatorial race. The Table shows unexpected results 
for indicators in all the models. 
First, in four models, Christian fundamentalism operated 
in the opposite direction than expected. Its performance was sta-
tistically significant, though with little impact, in the models for 
the Hollings' reelection campaigns. This may be a result of the 
movement of the old Democratic coalition-which elected 
Senator Hollings since the 1940s and which united fundamen-
talists under the Democratic umbrella-tilting toward the GOP in 
7The geographic divide between these regions and the midlands and upstate are south of a 
line and inclusive of Allendale, Bamberg, Clarendon , Chesterfield, Darlington, Florence, 
and Orangeburg counties (illustrated in Map l ). 
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the late 1970s with the rise of the Moral Majority and other 
fundam ental organizations. The models, particularly four and 
five, were robust. 
We find little in Table 4 either to confirm or to under-
mine our hypothesis about urban-suburban voting patterns. The 
variable's direction is as we had anticipated in four of the five 
TABLE4 
MULTIPLE REGRESSION ANALYSIS 
(one-tailed significance in parentheses ) 
Model 1 Model 2 Model3 Model4 
5 5 .~~ 
I. .. ;:; ;:; - .. I."' 
.. '0 ~ ~ .,2 "' ~ ~ I. I.= .. ..2 ~ :: ~ y Qi ::: Q u co .. Ci) ~~ 5-= >-::: - '0 >-:c 0 0 0 = ~ -
\0 -~ >-:c >-:C~ i; Cl0 N 
°' = C\ = 
~..i Cl0 Cl0 "' C. °' ... 
°' 
°' .. C. 
-'-
°' 
°' ~ = 
- -
._,rn 
Consta nt 31.732 49.239 36.365 39 .226 (.006) (.000) (.000) (.000) 
Percent African- .355 .457 .313 .583 
American (.001) (.000) (.000) (.000) 
Percent Christian 8.8E-02 9.2E-03 -2.7E-02 .131 
Fundamentalist (. 181) (.449) (.337) (.016) 
Part of a 1995 MSA - 1.502 -.481 .128 -2.321 (.259) (.259) (.467) (.065) 
1996 Per Capita -8 .2E--05 -5 .7E--04 -5.4E--04 -4.0E--04 
Income (.441) (.094) (.075) (.129) 
Low Country/ 4.483 1.799 -2.0E--02 .201 
Pee Dee (.014) (.121) (.495) (.001) 
Percent Democrat 
.406 (1996 vote for - - (.000) --Close) 
Cases n =46 n =46 n =46 n =46 
Std. Error 5.8048 4.4764 3.8553 3.6991 
Adj. r1 .565 .791 .845 .899 
F-test 12.690 34.984 41.790 81.184 (.000) (.000) (.000) (.000) 
Models 
., -
- '0 1.w:i-QI 
0 0.0 (IQ: "::I 
- = I,,,. = ~ · - CJ -
- = 0"" ~~ 5·.: 
Cl0 ""Q I. 
~-E-;;g_ 
-'-~ g-
._, rn 
27.472 
(.000) 
.452 
(.000) 
9.8E-02 
(.028) 
-1.765 
(.077) 
-3.7E--04 
(.103) 
3.045 
(.004) 
.370 
(.000) 
n=46 
3.0483 
.931 
102.941 
(.000) 
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models but only attains statistical significance (at the .10 level) 
in the two models for the Hollings ' election. Yet, there is reason 
to believe that the Hodges ' campaign was successful in reversing 
the trend in urban areas. In the model for the Hodges ' campaign, 
there is a directional change for the MSA variable in favor of 
democrats , though the variable is not statistically significant. If 
similar results continue in coming elections, it may indicate the 
democrats have become a competitive , though not dominant, 
force in suburban areas . 
DISCUSSION 
In the end, we find that there are significant differences 
emerged in the three races between the coalitions. Thurmond and 
Hollings built on traditional bases of support , a fact that is not 
surprising , because they are long term incumbents . Our discus-
sion concludes with the following points. 
Urbanization. The South Carolina electorate is becom-
ing increasingly urban. In 1990, 64.8% of South Carolinians 
lived in a county that was a part of a 1995 Metropolitan Statisti-
cal Area. It is estimated that 69.9% will in 2000 and 71.3% in 
2015. As we discussed earlier, this growth has been more -rapid 
in suburban counties (that is, counties not containing an MSA 
city center). Conventional wisdom considers this finding advan-
tageous for republican candidates. The results of 1998 did not 
disprove the conventional view, but they interrupted the republi-
can voting trend in recent elections. 
Independent Voting. Horry County demonstrates a dy-
namic that has implications for both parties. Horry voters re-
jected both Hollings and Thurmond while supporting Hodges. 
Horry is an affluent county that is rapidly urbanizing. These re-
turns are likely representative of those who are looking for new, 
progressive leadership from either party. These voters are not 
unlike the yuppies of the metro-Atlanta area that have increasing 
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sway over the outcomes of elections in Georgia. The same phe-
nomenon also seems to be true of younger voters who find them-
selves alienated from the tax and spend policies of the democrats 
and the social conservatism of the republicans. The party differ-
ences are probably more beneficial for democrats like Hodges 
who was able to unite a victory coalition under the banner of 
being "New Democrats," yet we suspect "New Republicans" are 
soon to emerge. 
Gender Gap. In both 1996 and 1998, the gender gap 
was fully evident in South Carolina. In every election, the gap 
favored the democrats, ranging from a five-point gap in the 
Hollings ' election to a ten-point gap in the Hodges ' race. Past 
analyses have indicated that suburban women are most cross-
pressured. Republicans in South Carolina, like the rest of the 
nation, are likely to suffer as a result of the gender gap as women 
become increasingly more likely than men to vote. It is reason-
able to assume that the gender gap will continue to flourish in 
suburbs. 
African-American Voting. Another important key to 
the democratic victories in 1998 was African-American solidar-
ity. Although there was not a significant upturn in turnout ac-
cording to the exit polls, there was much greater cohesiveness. In 
both 1998 races , the rate ofreturn for Democrats was over 90%. 
This was particularly true in urban (city-center) counties outside 
the Upstate region. 
Reagan Democrats. There is a notion that "rednecks" 
(sometimes called Reagan Democrats) were responsible for the 
Democratic upsurge in 1998 because interest in gambling issues, 
for instance, video poker. Although this interpretation is plausi-
ble and even likely, we do not find much empirical support. As-
suming these individuals live outside MSAs, then we should 
have seen the MSA variable perform differently in our regression 
analysis. Hollings did better than Hodges with non-urbanized 
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voters. There is scant evidence that Hodges did better in the Up-
state (where there are more video poker machines) than Hollings. 
This is not to say that "rednecks" were not important in the 
Democratic comeback, only that our analysis did not demon-
strate the phenomenon. The reason may relate to methodology (a 
measurement particularity) than to a theoretical surprise. 
Religious Right. After years of rapid growth , the influ-
ence of the religious right appears to have waned in two ways. 
First , it seems to be less cohesive as demonstrated in our analysis 
of exit polling. Second, our regression analysis demonstrates a 
less decipherable deviation of fundamentalists from other voters. 
This , combined with a potential backlash of republican social 
moderates (likely to be urban/suburban voters), may signal a 
change in the electorate. After a decisive role in the 1994 elec-
tions , 1998 may signify a diminishing of conservative Christian 
prowess . 
These facts lead to the conclusion that there was a 
change in electoral coalitions among the South Carolina elector-
ate in 1998. Particularly important are changes in the cohesive-
ness of the fundamentalist vote, the resurgence of the African-
American bloc , and the move of urban/suburban voters away 
from the GOP. All of these contributed to change in the trend 
lines displayed in Graph 1. It is too early to see if these are actu-
ally changes in party support or merely an aberration. Given na-
tional dynamics, chances are the South Carolina electorate is 
experiencing shifts. The politics of the South Carolina are com-
ing more into line with the competitively partisan and suburb-
driven politics of its neighbors (particularly Georgia and North 
Carolina). Early indicators are that 1998 might have been piv-
otal. We must wait to understand the significance of 1998 until 
the elections of 2000. 
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